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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . After the amendment filed 08/07/2008 claims 3, 9-11,14-1 5, 23-25 were 
amended and claims 27-28 were newly added. Therefore claims 1-28 are pending. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 1-12, 14-26 and 28 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Fogelman et al (US 4440457) in view of Crowell et al (US 6357718). 

Regarding claims 1 , 6 and 14-16: Fogelman discloses: a support structure 
configured to support a monitor (abstract, Fig. 1). Fogelman also discloses 
securing the monitor to the support structure (Col. 3, Line 46 - Col. 4, Line 2). 
However Fogelman does not specify the use of jack screw assemblies to secure 
the monitor to the support structure. 

Crowell '718 discloses a jackscrew assembly (Col. 6, Lines 20-40) and a 
method of utilizing the jackscrew assemblies in an opening regardless whether 
the opening was specifically for use with the jackscrew assembly (Col. 6, Lines 7- 
14). 
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Therefore it would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time 
the invention was made to utilize the jackscrew assembly, as disclosed in 
Crowell, to secure the monitor to the support structure as disclosed in Fogelman 
in order to allow for the proper positioning and alignment of the monitor (Crowell, 
Col. 1, Lines 9-19) 

Regarding claims 2, 7, 17 and 21: Fogelman and Crowell disclose that 
which is discussed above. Crowell further discloses that the plurality of jack 
screw assemblies include: a jack stud configured to be fixedly inserted into a hole 
in the support structure, a jack screw configured to be threaded onto the jack 
stud (136, Fig. 3), and a nut configured to be threaded onto the jack screw (Col. 
2, Line 48 -Col. 3, Line 43). 

Regarding claims 3, 8 and 18: Fogelman and Crowell disclose that which 
is discussed above. Fogelman further discloses that the monitor includes a 
retainer, the retainer having an aperture, the retainer configured to be disposed 
on the jack screw so that the jack screw assembly passes through the aperture in 
the retainer (28, Fig. 6). 

Regarding claim 4: Fogelman and Crowell disclose that which is 
discussed above. Fogelman further discloses that the nut is configured to be 
disposed on the jack screw and over the retainer (28, Fig. 6). 

Regarding claims 5, 9, 19-20 and 22: Fogelman and Crowell disclose that 
which is discussed above. Crowell discloses utilizing a jackscrew to adjust the 
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alignment and positioning of an object to a desired positioning (Col. 1, Lines 9- 
19). Although Crowell does not specifically disclose how to use a jackscrew, it is 
notoriously well known in that by rotating the jackscrew it will change the position 
of the object to which it is attached. Although Fogelman and Crowell do not 
specifically disclose where to position the monitor, the position of the monitor is 
an obvious matter of design choice 

Regarding claims 10-12, 23-26 and 28: Fogelman and Crowell disclose 
that which is discussed above. Crowell further discloses a jack stud configured to 
be fixedly inserted into an aperture in the housing, a jack screw configured to be 
threaded onto the jack stud (136, Fig. 3), and a nut configured to be threaded 
onto the jack screw (Col. 2, Line 48 - Col. 3, Line 43). Although Fogelman and 
Crowell do not specifically disclose where to position the monitor, the position of 
the monitor is an obvious matter of design choice, as is the pitch of the 
jackscrew, as it would have been obvious at the time of the invention to utilize 
jackscrews with different pitches in order to vary the precision of the jackscrews 
and thereby varying the precision of the positioning of the monitor. 

4. Claim 13 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Fogelman et al (US 4440457) in view of Crowell et al (US 6357718) as applied to 
claims 6-7 above, and further in view of Koza et al (US 4652998). 

Regarding claim 13: Fogelman and Crowell disclose that which is 
discussed above. Fogelman further discloses a currency distributing and 
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collecting device disposed in the housing (Col. 5, Lines 18-21). However neither 
Fogelman nor Crowell disclose a processor or a printing device. 

Koza '998 does disclose a processor and a printing device (Col. 3, Line 56 
-Col. 4, Line 41). 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time 
the invention was made to integrate the teachings of Koza into the combined 
teachings of Fogelman and Crowell in order to yield the predictable result of 
facilitating the usage of the game terminal and allowing printing from the game 
terminal. 

5. Claim 27 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Fogelman et al (US 4440457) in view of Crowell et al (US 6357718) as applied to claim 
6 above, and further in view of Inoue (US 5609524). 

Regarding claim 27: Fogelman and Crowell disclose that which is 
discussed above. However neither Fogelman nor Crowell disclose a front door 
mechanically coupled to the hosing having an aperture through which the monitor 
is visible when the door is in a closed position. 

Inoue discloses a front door mechanically coupled to the hosing having an 
aperture through which the monitor is visible when the door is in a closed position 
(Col. 3, Lines 25-29, Fig. 1). 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time 
the invention was made to integrate the teachings of Inoue into the combined 
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teachings of Fogelman and Crowell in order to yield the predictable result of 
allowing a player to see the display panel, while at the same time providing a 
door to facilitate the various inputs and outputs utilized by the gaming device 
(Inoue, Col. 3, Lines 49-65). 



Response to Arguments 

6. Applicant's arguments filed 08/07/2008 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. 

7. Regarding applicants argument that "neither Fogelman or Crowell teach that jack 
screws should be used to adjustably secure a monitor to a support structure": The 
Examiner must respectfully disagree, although individually neither Fogelman nor 
Crowell disclose that jack screws should be used to adjustably secure a monitor to a 
support structure, when combined, as discussed above, Fogelman and Crowell do 
disclose using jack screws to adjustably secure a monitor to a support structure. In 
response to applicant's argument that there is no suggestion to combine the references, 
the examiner recognizes that obviousness can only be established by combining or 
modifying the teachings of the prior art to produce the claimed invention where there is 
some teaching, suggestion, or motivation to do so found either in the references 
themselves or in the knowledge generally available to one of ordinary skill in the art. 
See In re Fine, 837 F.2d 1071 , 5 USPQ2d 1596 (Fed. Cir. 1988)and In re Jones, 958 
F.2d 347, 21 USPQ2d 1941 (Fed. Cir. 1992). In this case, it would have been obvious 
to one skilled in the art at the time the invention was made to utilize the jackscrew 
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assembly, as disclosed in Crowell, to secure the monitor to the support structure as 
disclosed in Fogelman in order to allow for the proper positioning and alignment of the 
monitor (Crowell, Col. 1, Lines 9-19). 

8. In response to applicant's argument that "Fogelman's device is already 
adjustable by moving the mounting board", the fact that applicant has recognized 
another advantage which would flow naturally from following the suggestion of the prior 
art cannot be the basis for patentability when the differences would otherwise be 
obvious. See Ex parte Obiaya, 227 USPQ 58, 60 (Bd. Pat. App. & Inter. 1985). 

9. In response to applicant's argument that "the jackscrew assembly disclosed in 
Crowell would not be operative in Fogelman's terminal", the test for obviousness is not 
whether the features of a secondary reference may be bodily incorporated into the 
structure of the primary reference; nor is it that the claimed invention must be expressly 
suggested in any one or all of the references. Rather, the test is what the combined 
teachings of the references would have suggested to those of ordinary skill in the art. 
See In re Keller, 642 F.2d 413, 208 USPQ 871 (CCPA 1981). 

1 0. Regarding applicant's argument that "Crowell's jackscrew assembly does not 
disclose a jack stud", as shown in fig. 3 there is a jack stud into which a jack screw can 
be threaded into. 

1 1 . Regarding applicant's argument that the Examiner has taken OFFICAL NOTICE 
with respect to the rejection of claim 13: The Examiner has not taken OFFICAL 
NOTICE with respect to the rejection of claim 13. 
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Conclusion 

12. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Jason Pinheiro whose telephone number is (571)270- 
1350. The examiner can normally be reached on M - F 8:00 AM - 4 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Dmitry Suhol can be reached on (571 ) 272-4430. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Dmitry Suhol/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art 
Unit 3714 

/J. P.I 

Examiner, Art Unit 3714 



